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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

Applicant's election without traverse of claims 1-12 in the reply filed on 01/09/07 
is acknowledged. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Busuioc, 
US Pat. No. 6,212,266. 

Re Claim 1 : Busuioc discloses a method for evaluating transactions for suspicious 
activity, the method comprising: 

providing a reference designator list, wherein the reference designator list includes at 
least a subset of information available from a first transaction system that is associated 
with suspicious activity (Busuioc, Fig. 1, abstract, col. 1, lines 10-39; col. 2, lines 65+ - 
col. 2, line 47; col. 3, line 10 - col. 4, line 6); 

evaluating a first transaction associated with the first transaction system using the 
reference designator list to detect suspicious activity (Busuioc, Fig. 1, abstract, col. 1, 
lines 10-39; col. 2, lines 65+ - col. 2, line 47; col. 3, line 10 - col. 4, line 6); and 
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evaluating a second transaction associated with a second transaction system using the 
reference designator list to detect suspicious activity (Busuioc, Fig. 1, abstract, col. 1, 
lines 10-39; col. 2, lines 65+ - col. 2, line 47; col. 3, line 10 - col. 4, line 6). 
Re Claims 2 and 4: Busuioc discloses the method, wherein the subset of information is 
a first subset of information, the method further comprising: 

receiving a second subset of information from the first transaction system (Busuioc, 
Fig. 1, abstract, col. 1, lines 10-39; col. 2, lines 65+ - col. 2, line 47; col. 3, line 10 - col. 
4, line 6); and 

incorporating the second subset of information into the reference designator list 
(Busuioc, Fig. 1 , abstract, col. 1 , lines 1 0-39; col. 2, lines 65+ - col. 2, line 47; col. 3, line 
10 -col. 4, line 6). 

Re Claim 3: Busuioc discloses the method, the method further comprising: 
receiving a third subset of information from the second transaction system (Busuioc, 
Fig. 1 , abstract, col. 1 , lines 1 0-39; col. 2, lines 65+ - col. 2, line 47; col. 3, line 1 0 - col. 
4, line 6); and 

incorporating the third subset of information into the reference designator list (Busuioc, 
Fig. 1, abstract, col. 1, lines 10-39; col. 2, lines 65+ - col. 2, line 47; col. 3, line 10 - col. 
4, line 6). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 

USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 

obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

Claims 5,6,7 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Busuioc, US Pat. No. 6,212,266. 

Re Claims 5,6,7 and 8: Busuioc discloses the claimed method supra and Busuioc fails 
to explicitly disclose, wherein the second subset of information comprises: a telephone 
number; credit card number; a name; or an address. Official Notice is taken that it is old 
and well-known in businesses engaged in commercial or financial transactions to collect 
information that can serve as an identifier of authorized or unauthorized accounts and 
users. Specifically, it was old and well-known to provide, wherein the second subset of 
information comprises: a telephone number; credit card number; a name; or an 
address. For example, banks commonly use a combination of identifiers such as card , 
numbers, account numbers, PIN numbers or social security numbers to verify that the 
account is being accessed by an authorized user rather than a user engaged in 
unauthorized uses such as fraud and identity theft. For example, many companies 
engaged in customer service or billing will request a series of identifiers such as name, 
telephone number, address, account number or e-mail address to similarly distinguish 
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authorized versus unauthorized users. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the teachings of Busuioc to 
further provide, wherein the second subset of information comprises: a telephone 
number; credit card number; a name; or an address. One would have been motivated 
to use common and well-known identifiers to aid in security, customer service and 
processing transactions. 

Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Busuioc, 
US Pat. No. 6,212,266 in view of Justice, US Pat. No. 6,516,056. 
Re Claim 9: Busuioc discloses the claimed method supra and Justice further discloses, 
wherein the first transaction system is a system for analyzing authorization requests, 
and wherein the authorization request is received via a telephone call (Justice, Fig. 3, 
abstract; col. 1, lines 10-20; col. 3, line 54+ - col. 4, line 25; col. 6, line 58+ - col. 7, line 
30). 

Claims 10,11 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Busuioc, US Pat. No. 6,212,266 in view of Justice, US Pat. No. 6,516,056 and • 
Curtis US, US Pat. No. 6,208,720. 

Re Claim 10: Busuioc discloses the claimed method supra but fails to explicitly 
disclose, wherein the first transaction system:: 

receives an authorization request at a receiving center, wherein the authorization 
request is associated with a request to charge a credit account; 
determining an origin of the authorization request; and 
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comparing the origin of the authorization request with the information point in the 
reference designator list. 

Justice discloses, wherein the first transaction system:: 
receives an authorization request at a receiving center, wherein the authorization 
request is associated with a request to charge a credit account (Justice, abstract; col. 4, 
lines 20-24; col. 6, lines 24-38; col. 8, lines 53-54; col. 6, lines 60-61). 

Curtis discloses: 

determining an origin of the authorization request (Curtis, abstract; col. 1, lines 49-57; 
col. 10, lines 12-24; col. 11, lines 60+ -col. 12, line 5; col. 14, lines 10-40); and 
comparing the origin of the authorization request with the information point in the 
reference designator list (Curtis, abstract; col. 1, lines 49-57; col. 10, lines 12-24; col. 
11, lines 60+ - col. 12, line 5; col. 14, lines 10-40). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the teachings of Busuioc by adopting the teachings of 
Justice and Curtis to provide a method further comprising, wherein the firsf transaction 
system: receives an authorization request at a receiving center, wherein the 
authorization request is associated with a request to charge a credit account; 
determining an origin of the authorization request; and comparing the origin of the 
authorization request with the information point in the reference designator list. 

As suggested by Curtis, one would have been motivated to process records such 
as telecommunications records in order to detect patterns of fraudulent activity. 
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Re Claims 11 and 12: Busuioc discloses the claimed method supra but fails to 
explicitly disclose, wherein the first transaction system: 

receives an authorization request at a receiving center, wherein the authorization 
request is associated with a request to charge a credit account; 
determining an origin of the authorization request; 

investigating the origin of the authorization request, wherein it is determined that the 
authorization request is suspicious; and 

providing the origin of the authorization, wherein the origin of the authorization 
comprises at least a portion of the subset of information and is incorporated into the 
reference designator list. 

Justice discloses the method, wherein the first transaction system: 
receives an authorization request at a receiving center, wherein the authorization 
request is associated with a request to charge a credit account (Justice, abstract; col. 4, 
lines 20-24; col. 6, lines 24-38; col. 8, lines 53-54; col. 6, lines 60-61). 

Curtis discloses: 

determining an origin of the authorization request (Curtis, abstract; col. 1, lines 49-57; 
col. 10, lines 12-24; col. 11, lines 60+ - col. 12, line 5; col. 14, lines 10-40); 
investigating the origin of the authorization request, wherein it is determined that the 
authorization request is suspicious (Curtis, abstract; col. 1, lines 49-57; col. 10, lines 12- 
24; col. 11, lines 60+ - col. 12, line 5; col. 14, lines 10-40); and 
providing the origin of the authorization, wherein the origin of the authorization 
comprises at least a portion of the subset of information and is incorporated into the 
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reference designator list (Curtis, abstract; col. 1, lines 49-57; col. 10, lines 12-24; col. 
11, lines 60+ - col. 12, line 5; col. 14, lines 10-40). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the teachings Busuioc by adopting the teachings of 
Justice and Curtis to provide wherein the first transaction system: 
receives an authorization request at a receiving center, wherein the authorization 
request is associated with a request to charge a credit account; 
determining an origin of the authorization request; 

investigating the origin of the authorization request, wherein it is determined that the 
authorization request is suspicious; and 

providing the origin of the authorization, wherein the origin of the authorization 
comprises at least a portion of the subset of information and is incorporated into the 
reference designator list. 

As suggested by Curtis, one would have been motivated to process records such 
as telecommunications records in order to detect patterns of fraudulent activity. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure: 

Bowman, US Pat. No. 5,627,886- fraud; 
Degen, US Pat. No. 6,254,000- fraud; 
Marchand, US Pat. No. 6,947,532- fraud; and 
McAllister, US Pat. No. 5,655,007. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sara Chandler whose telephone number is 571-272- 
1 1 86. The examiner can normally be reached on 8-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, James Kramer can be reached on 571-272-6783. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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